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Argument s / Commfln ta 

With Ihis amendment, the limitations of now cancelled Claim 4 have been incorporated into 
currently amended Claim 1. It is my submission that currently amended Claim 1 i s not 
anticipated by Brown (US 4.564.024), nor is it made obvious thereby. 

Brown (US 4.564.024) does not specify, illustrate or claim contact between the individual 
wooden elements of his invention. However, the present invention does claim in the cancelled 
Claim 4 (included in the amended Claim 1) that the individual wooden elements contact each 
other. The present invention does not specifically define the location of cor tact between the 
individual wooden elements as being within the adhesive, at a bottom surface, at a top surface 
or elsewhere. The location of contact between or among the individual wooden elements is not 
depicted in the drawings or in the description of the drawings or in the specification. Rather the 
location of contact between the individual wooden elements is left in its broadest general form. 
Indeed the possible locations of contact between or among individual wooden elements in the 
limitless variety of wooden manufacturers is so numerous and varied as to defy, complete 
description, depiction or specification. To suggest a particular location of contact between the 
individual wooden elements as set forth in Claim 1 of the present Invention would impart a 
limitation to it that is simply not there. This would be to Interpret the location of contact between 
the individual wooden elements in perhaps the narrowest fashion rather than in a reasonably 
broad fashion. Contact between the individual wooden elements claimed in the present 
invention was not addressed in earlier office actions. This fact suggests its inventiveness. One 
possible location for contact of the individual wooden elements is at an upper surface. This 
location of contact alone provides for significant inventive differences in the present invention 
relative to Brown's invention. 

In this regard, it is submitted that Brown discloses a flexible flooring construction have a broken 
traffic surface, with Brown specifying that joint sizes must be between 1/16" and 3/4". As such, 
the Brown construction is much like a corduroy road surface, and does not allow for smooth 
rolling or sliding of furniture items there over. In use, heavy objects rolled across the Brown 
construction would clank from one tile to the next, thereby generating a significant amount of 
resistance for the wheeled object. By way of contrast, it is my submission that the substantially 
unbroken and continuous wood surface that is currently suggested in Claim 1 is more akin to a 
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paved road surface. The mobile wood joinerv of th. „ 

surface when i, is pieced on a subs", uc h 7 "°" PmUm '° r a 

.*ws ,o, wheced furni,ure Z o £ " ' ™* S ' 9n '" Cam 
™n„o„ wi.nou, r esi s nee 117 7 «*» of .he present 

•he, ,s disd „ S ed hv In " - - >~« construction 


hHnJwnnri a™,, - r- I,ucn me same appeal as a conventional 

:r " oh ioini ~ ni — •» <° - surface „ ^ 

As we,,, in desrgns tba, provide for inters,!,*, spaces between individual ,i,e S or wooden 
*monts. compression of the rubber ioin, be,ween such elements w„, naturaiiy cause ,he j0 in, 

S^iany. stretchy ,he ,oin, woutd create a ho„ow that wou W ho,d dirt. dust, debris and even 

■ndiVidua, wooden elements together define a substantia,* unbroken and continuous traffic 
surface or upper surface on the product of adhesive wood joinery. Further, an unbroken 
wooden surface avoids chemical reactions and compatibiiity problems between various joinery 

rubbers and various wood finishes. 

Additional*, the cross - sectional geometry of the present invention provides for a smaller joint 
vo lurne and conserves joinery rubber, while also substantially minimizing exposure of the joint 
to UV. cteaners. solvents, etc. There is significantly reduced wear on the joint, and no "crazing" 
o the JOI nt materia, is visibie over time at the traffic surface. This structure of the .nvention ™ y 
also be used with joint sizes less than 1/16". and even with woods that are thinner than 1/20" 
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"ward ^ , slrarK0 „ . No|ice of A|| I: ~ 7;""^ a view 

•he Examiner beliefs lhal a .eleonon,. ret >"<*ted. » after rov,ew/n S (his resp0 n Se , 

rs. the eppLcant may be con.ac.ed a. (he number serfonh herainbelow. 


Sincerely, 

The Applicant: 

Malcolm Gibson Hodgskiss 

112 St. Joseph^ Drive, #307 

Hamilton, ON 

Canada L8N 2E7 

Tel: 905-570-1804 

Email: malcglmhodgskissrShotmaii mm 
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